In 1998 Western Michigan University archaeologists were invited to Niles, Michigan to help locate the site of Fort St. Joseph, a seventeenth and eighteenthcentury mission, garrison, and trading post complex established by the French along the St. Joseph River. With the help of documentary sources and the local community, a survey team dug shovel test pits and located material evidence of activities associated with the fort, including gun ints, imported ceramics, glass beads, hand-wrought nails, and iron knife blades stamped with the names of French cutlers. Subsequent work identi ed trash deposits, replaces, and building ruins, indicating that much of the fort remains undisturbed. A er more than a century in search of the site, Fort St. Joseph had been found! e site has become the focus of a community-based research project aimed at examining colonialism and the fur trade in southwest Michigan.
e site has become the focus of a community-based research project aimed at examining colonialism and the fur trade in southwest Michigan. An interdisciplinary team of historians, archaeologists, geographers, and geophysicists, in partnership with the City of Niles and community groups like Support the Fort, Inc., are investigating the site to examine colonialism along the frontier of New France in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. is is the second issue in the Fort St. Joseph Archaeological Project Booklet Series, intended to summarize our ndings and explore topics that appeal to a wider audience in an e ort to understand Fort St. Joseph in the larger historical and cultural context of early North America. Its focus is on telling the story of the fur trade and its role in the relationships among the French and Native peoples. e French encountered many di erent Native peoples and a landscape rich in fur-bearing animals in their explorations of North America beginning in the sixteenth century. e rst French settlements were shing villages in coastal areas, but soon fur became a central part of New France's economy as the French entered into a Native trade network which had operated in North America long before the arrival of Europeans. e core of French settlement grew along the banks of the St. Lawrence River, concentrated in the towns of Montreal and uebec. Further west, New France encompassed the Great Lakes region (known as the pays d'en haut or "upper country") and the area of the Mississippi River Valley stretching down to the Gulf Coast and Louisiana.
In an e ort to secure the interior, establish Native alliances, and thwart British and Iroquois e orts to expand west of the Appalachians, the French established a network of trading posts, forts, and missions in the North American interior.
ese "islands" of French settlement in Native-controlled lands became the principal places of Native and European interaction and exchange in the fur trade.
Some of the most important posts in the western Great Lakes region included Fort Michilimackinac, Fort Pontchartrain at Detroit, and Fort St. Joseph.
e Place of Fort St. Joseph
Initially established in 1691 on the St. Joseph River, near a strategic portage that linked the river and the Great Lakes basin to the Mississippi drainage, Fort St. Joseph became the keystone of French control of the southern Lake Michigan region. For nearly a century, Fort St. Joseph served as a hub of commercial, military, and religious activity for local Native American populations and European colonial powers in southwest Michigan.
is mission-garrison-trading post complex, which the French named "St. Joseph" in honor of the patron saint of New France, included a palisade, a commandant's house, and a few other structures when it was rst constructed. Governor General Frontenac of New France established the post in an attempt to solidify French relations with the local Miami Indians and other Native groups to the west and north of the area. Frontenac hoped that the post, garrisoned by the French, would stimulate the fur trade in the region, and also check the expansion and power of the Five Nations Iroquois Confederacy and their British allies. e fort soon supported a commandant, 8 to 10 soldiers, a priest, an interpreter, a blacksmith, and about 15 fur traders, many of whom were married to Native women who occupied the post and were fully integrated into the life of the community. Fort St. Joseph was a vital link in the colony's communications network, and played a major role in the exchange of manufactured commodities for furs obtained by the Natives. By the mideighteenth century, it ranked fourth among all of New France's posts in terms of volume of furs traded. 
Beaver and Other Furs of the Trade
Broad-brimmed beaver felt hats became fashionable in Europe in the sixteenth century, and marked people's social status. Beaver had become extinct in western Europe due to overhunting, and European hat makers had to rely on Russian and Scandinavian beaver fur until North American furs eventually became available. Hatters wanted beaver fur as a material for felt making because the tiny barbs on the soft underfur ensured that it would remain matted when felted; thus beaver hats held their shape better and wore longer than hats made of other materials.
Beaver pelts were the mainstay of the fur trade in much of North America, but other peltries were also deemed desirable for various purposes. These included the furs of muskrat, mink, marten, otter, sher, wolverine, raccoon, lynx, bobcat, panther, fox, squirrel, ermine, and bu alo, and the hides of deer, moose, elk, and caribou. Bu alo "robes" were used to make a variety of goods including blankets, coats, and boots. Sea otter was valued for its very dense and luxurious fur used to trim expensive robes and capes, and to make hats and winter coats. Deer hides were processed into leather for book covers, gloves, and other accessories.
Whatever the animal, European traders relied on Native peoples to capture and process them into hides and furs. The exchange of European manufactured and imported goods for Native-produced furs and hides served to cement relationships that were much more than economic in nature. e fur trade was a multi-faceted, global phenomenon that had a formative in uence on the history and cultures of peoples throughout North America. Beginning in the sixteenth century, European markets stimulated unprecedented demands for North American furs, which arguably fueled exploration and later western expansion, leading to profound transformations among Natives and newcomers that were seminal in the North American experience.
Early in the sixteenth century, Basque and French shermen in the Newfoundland region began to exchange iron and brass items for furs along the Eastern Seaboard. In 1534, French explorer Jacques Cartier encountered Micmac Indians on the Gaspé Peninsula who wanted to trade furs for European goods. Failing to nd gold or the fabled Northwest Passage, the British, Dutch, and French soon realized that they could exploit North America for other resources such as timber and fur. All three nations eventually established settlements near bodies of water that provided access to the rich resources of the continent's interior: the French along the St. Lawrence River, the British along the shores of Hudson Bay, and the Dutch along the Hudson River.
e Russians followed later, as the Bering expedition led to the discovery of Alaska's fur-bearing sea otter populations. Competition to obtain furs from Native producers drove political and economic relations in North America well into the nineteenth century.
More than Pro ts at Stake
While the fur trade was at times a pro table enterprise, other factors motivated the exchange and its expansion. Furs were lightweight and easy to transport in birchbark canoes. Beaver pelts, the trade's mainstay, fetched high prices in Europe where beaver felt hats were in high demand. However, by the late 1690s the supply of beaver began to outweigh demand. Because the French Crown guaranteed the price of furs, the oversupply meant that the fur trade sometimes actually lost money. If the trade lost money, why did the French keep it up? e trade represented more than just the value of furs. e fur trade became an economic, military, social, and cultural partnership between European and Native groups. It was the glue that bound the French to their Native allies.
Native groups engaged in trade as a social relationship that had important implications. ey viewed exchanges in terms of gi s, and not just as economic interactions. Gi s created special bonds between societies, and reinforced social alliances. ose who gave gi s gained prestige, honor, and in uence, and those who received them had an obligation to the giver. Even clearly commercial exchanges began with an exchange of gi s which served to mark the social bond required before one could trade needed commodities. A er all, one should greet a friend with a token of friendship and one does not trade with enemies. Many French traders married Native women to create kinship bonds and access to trading partners.
To a considerable extent, the structure of the early fur trade in northeastern North America arose as a product of European-Native American alliances and the geography of tribal territories.
e French allied themselves with the Hurons, and with Algonquin groups living along the Ottawa River. is gave the French access to the upper Great Lakes region via the Ottawa River route from the St. Lawrence River to Georgian Bay. A er 1673, the British allied with Iroquois groups living south and east of Lake Ontario. is created the possibility that the British could also gain access to the upper Great Lakes region by traveling through North American Rivalries 6 Lake Ontario and Lake Erie, and into Lake Huron. e alliances with Native Americans that the French nurtured and maintained were crucial to French desires to prevent the British from expanding their trade network into the upper Great Lakes region.
Although the fur trade was not always pro table to the French, they did not want their British rivals to control the trade. e French, who had far fewer colonists than the British, strove to create and maintain amicable relationships with Native Americans. ese alliances gave them an important advantage over the British and touched many aspects of life in New France, from personal matters to trade and politics. As trade networks grew in size and importance to both Native and European groups, it became in the best interest of the French to aid those with whom they traded against enemies and competitors.
e French went to great lengths to continue the fur trade in order to maintain their relationships with Native allies. A er the British took control of New France in 1760, they discontinued the policy of gi -giving, leading to resentment and hostilities that precipitated Native unrest in 1763. 
French

A View from the Paci c
North American Rivalries
Fort Vancouver
In an e ort to anchor Britain's claims to the Oregon Country, the HBC established the headquarters of its Columbia Department at Fort Vancouver in 1825. Over the next two decades, the fort became the fur trade capital of the Paci c Coast, with warehouses, locallyproduced goods, and agricultural surpluses to supply fur brigades, Natives, settlers, and over 20 other Company posts in the Department in present-day British Columbia, Washington, Oregon, and Idaho.
A rigid social hierarchy was composed of clerks and o cers who occupied buildings within the fort's palisade and engagés who lived in a multiethnic village of over 600 people. While some were from Europe, namely England and Scotland, many were French-Canadian, Hawaiian, Portuguese, métis, or from one of more than 30 Native American groups including the Iroquois, Delaware, and Cree.
In 1860, soon after the site was declared to be on American soil, the Company abandoned the fort. Fires and decay had destroyed all the structures by 1866. The National Park Service currently administers this site, where ongoing archaeology contributes to the interpretations of the fur trade and the multiethnic population that supported it. 
Fort Ross
Russian exploration along the California coast led to the establishment of Ross Colony in 1812, near the mouth of the Russian River just north of San Francisco Bay. This settlement, which has been investigated archaeologically, was intended to grow wheat and other crops to sustain Russian outposts in Alaska, hunt marine mammals, and trade with Spanish California.
The Russians built redwood structures and a wooden palisade with two blockhouses on the northwest and southeast corners. Buildings included the manager's house, the clerks' quarters, artisans' workshops, Russian o cials' barracks, and a chapel. A number of these buildings have been reconstructed and are maintained and interpreted as part of the Fort Ross State Historic Park.
Many of the Company's Russian, Creole (people of mixed Russian and indigenous ancestry), and Native Alaskan men married or formed relationships with Native Californian women and established interethnic households located immediately outside of the stockade. These unions, although informal and often transitory, led to unique cultural exchanges. Various neighborhoods re ect these populations' negotiation and maintenance of ethnic identity. Native Alaskans formed their settlements on blu s overlooking the ocean, following their tradition. Fort Ross functioned as a successful multicultural settlement for nearly 30 years.
By the late 1830s, sea otters had been overhunted, and the HBC at Fort Vancouver began supplying the Russians with agricultural provisions for their north Paci c settlements. 
How the Fur Trade Worked
Historians have documented the diversity of ways in which the fur trade worked. e motivations for participating in the trade, the goods exchanged, and the organization of labor to collect and process furs di ered among the participants over time and space.
Government Regulation
In New France, the French Crown tried to use fur trade monopolies to limit competition and stabilize prices. Traders could legally sell their furs only to the monopoly, but the monopoly had to buy furs at a xed price regardless of market value. Even so, supply and demand still a ected the prices for goods. Over time, the monopoly changed hands. Sometimes the Crown controlled it, while at other times companies of French merchants paid the Crown for the right to the trade. At yet other times post commanders were given the right to trade at a particular post as part of their pay, and they could lease it out to others for a fee.
French o cials also created a licensing system in 1681 to regulate the number of men leaving the colony to work in the fur trade and to restrict the supply of furs. e Crown issued a limited number of congés (permits) each year. e sale of congés helped support the poor, but the system failed to prevent men from trading furs illegally. Independent fur traders, or coureurs de bois (literally "runners of the woods"), traded directly with Natives without a license. reats of nes or prison had little e ect. 
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Trade Routes and Transportation
Getting ere
Native Americans and fur traders traveled over both water and land in search of furs and hides, but they much preferred water transportation to land routes. Lakes and rivers were the fur trade's highways. Canoes hauled far more weight faster and easier than a man or horse could carry.
Two main water routes connected Montreal with the pays d'en haut. e rst ran up the Ottawa River, west along the Mattawa River, across Lake Nipissing, and down the French River to Georgian Bay and Lake Huron, and up to the Straits of Mackinac between Lake Huron and Lake Michigan. Early in the French era, Algonquin nations controlled the Ottawa River and sometimes charged tolls for the use of the river. e second route ascended the St. Lawrence River through Lake Ontario and Lake Erie, passing by York (Toronto), Niagara, Detroit, and through the Straits of Mackinac.
Fort St. Joseph stood near the intersection of both land and water routes. It was near the overland Sauk Trail, and only a short canoe trip from Lake Michigan and its water routes to northern posts like Michilimackinac. e Kankakee-IllinoisMississippi water route to Illinois and Louisiana posts lay only a few miles away to the south.
Inexperienced travelers had di culty nding their way through new lands and waters. ey did not have accurate maps intended for navigation. Instead, they relied on experienced travelers, or hired Native guides to pass along knowledge of routes. In time, routes, portages, and camp sites became common knowledge.
Birchbark Canoes
Water transportation was essential in the fur trade throughout North America. In New France, the most commonly used vessel was the birchbark canoe.
Native Americans used birchbark canoes for centuries before the arrival of Europeans. Native Americans had discovered that birchbark was light, waterproof, and strong. It did not shrink, so sheets of it could be sewn together. Unlike the bark of other trees, the grain of birch runs around the tree rather than parallel to the trunk. is allowed it to be formed into the sophisticated and subtle forms that became the birchbark canoe.
French oyageurs quickly adopted the birchbark canoe while Natives in turn adapted European tools to aid them in canoe construction. Made of readily available materials, capable of carrying heavy loads, and light enough to be carried around river obstacles such as rapids by only one or two men, the birchbark canoe helped make possible the unprecedented growth of the fur trade in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. "All these nations make a great many bark canoes, which Are very pro table for Them. They do this Sort of work in the summer, The women sew these canoes with Roots; the men cut and shape the bark and make the gunwales, thwarts, and ribs; the women gum Them. It is no small labor to make a canoe, in which there is much symmetry and measurement; and it is a curious sight. " -Jacques Sabrevois By 1730, heightened competition between the French and British-along with the Native Americans' growing demand for cloth garments, woven fabrics, and other merchandiseresulted in a large increase in the amount of trade goods moving west, necessitating larger canoes. e earlier canoes, with a maximum length of 16 feet and a carrying capacity of about 1,750 lbs., were replaced by the canot du maître, a canoe o en as long as 36 feet which carried about 6,000 lbs. ese larger cra were best suited for Great Lakes travel, while various smaller versions remained the preferred river canoes. All of these cra were propelled by paddles, setting poles, towing lines, and square sails. "The canoes which I provided for my undertaking were, as is usual, ve fathoms and a half [33-36 feet] in length and four feet and a half in their extreme breadth, and formed of birch-tree bark a quarter of an inch in thickness. The bark is lined with small splints of cedar-wood; and the vessel is further strengthened with ribs of the same wood, of which the two ends are fastened to the gunwales; several bars, rather than seats, are also laid across the canoe, from gunwale to gunwale. The small roots of the spruce tree a ord the wattap, with which the bark is sewed; and the gum of the pine tree supplies the place of tar and oakum. Bark, some spare wattap, and gum are always carried in each canoe for the repairs which frequently become necessary.
The canoes are worked, not with oars but with paddles, and occasionally with a sail. To each canoe there are eight men; and to every three or four canoes, which constitute a brigade, there is a guide, or conductor. Skilful men, at double the wages of the rest, are placed in the head and stern. They engage to go from Montreal to Michilimackinac and back to Montreal again, the middle-men at one hundred and fty livres and the end men at three hundred livres each. The guide has the command of his brigade, and is answerable for all pillage and loss, and in return every man's wages is answerable to him. This regulation was established under the French government.
The freight of a canoe of the substance and dimensions which I have detailed consists in sixty pieces, or packages of merchandise, of the weight of from ninety to a hundred pounds each, and provisions to the amount of one thousand weight. To this is to be added the weight of eight men and of eight bags weighing forty pounds each, one of which every man is privileged to put on board. The whole weight must therefore exceed eight thousand pounds, or may perhaps be averaged at four tons. " -Alexander Henry, 1809, reminiscing about his travels (Henry 1971: 8-9 ) 
Making a Hat
The first step in turning a beaver pelt into a hat was the plucking of the coarse guard hairs from the beaver pelt with a large knife or tweezers; hatmakers then brushed the pelt with a solution of nitrate of mercury to make the scales on the small hairs stand up and become more firmly locked together in a process called carroting. If carried out in a poorly ventilated room, the mercury fumes could damage the brain, hence the expression "mad as a hatter."
After the mercury dried, the wool was shaved off using a circular knife, and the wool was placed on a bench in a workroom known as the hurdle, which had rows and columns of slots in which the fluff could get caught and matt. A hatter's bow hung suspended over the bench, very much like an oversized violin bow. The vibrations of the bow helped separate and evenly distribute the hairs, until they had formed into a thick but loosely structured mat of material known as the batt.
Several batts would then be shaped into a cone and reduced in size by boiling, and then rolled to create a firm dense felt. This would then be formed into an oval to be sent on to the hatter, who would mold it to the required shape, add a lining, and finish it. In the territory surrounding Native villages, Native hunters harvested peltries. Native women then processed the pelts. The Natives then brought the furs to trading posts or forts, where traders baled the pelts they collected in trade into packs for transport to Montreal. Many of the goods produced in Europe and in the St. Lawrence Valley for the trade and destined for Native hands have been recovered from Native sites, where they were lost, disposed of, or intentionally deposited as mortuary o erings. This is seen at Rock Island (Wisconsin), the Fletcher site (Saginaw, Michigan), and at sites associated with Natives who lived nearby and frequented Fort St. Joseph. Fort St. Joseph was one of the many permanent outposts that the French maintained. It stood near the Great Lakes and Mississippi River basins as well as the Sauk Trail. Traders there exchanged European goods like cloth, metal tools, rearms, and kettles for furs and hides that the local Native peoples (like the Potawatomi and Miami) brought to the post. While some documentary sources exist from the fort, its recent discovery and ongoing archaeological study are providing new evidence about the daily activities that took place at this trading post in the North American interior.
In the St. Lawrence communities, large numbers of French residents worked in a wide variety of occupations related to fur trade commerce. These men and women supplied merchandise, equipment, transport vehicles, and provisions, as well as manpower and many diverse talents. For instance, as Timothy Kent (2004) explains, seamstresses created shirts and hooded coats, as well as a few other garments and hundreds of shipping bags; nger weavers fashioned sashes and garters; pewterers cast buttons; coopers turned out kegs of various sizes; carpenters and joiners assembled rough packing crates, ner chests, and trunks; carvers made stone bowls for calumet pipes as well as canoe paddles; basket weavers fashioned durable hampers for transporting nested kettles; blacksmiths forged axes, hatchets, harpoon heads, and ice chisels; warehouse laborers unpacked, packed, and hauled cargoes; canoe builders fashioned and repaired watercraft; forest workers gathered birchbark, lashing roots, and sealant pitch for these crafts; and farmers raised pigs, peas, corn, wheat, and tobacco for provisions.
Fort Michilimackinac was a major distribution center for much of the interior region during the French era. Here voyageurs stopped to stock up on supplies, canoes, and merchandise, or to spend the winter, before setting out to destinations further west or back east to Montreal. Its strategic location at the Straits of Mackinac was vital to its importance. It allowed traders to collect furs from drainages that owed into the western Great Lakes region, while it also served as a central entrepôt for foodstu s, canoes, canoe repair materials, and birchbark rolls to cover travelling shelters, as well as inbound merchandise and supplies and outbound furs and hides. Michilimackinac was also the center for diplomacy in the western Great Lakes. Most major alliances were made and rea rmed here during the French era. 
s and Furs
Montreal was the site of large trade fairs during the early years of the fur trade. As the sites of exchange moved westward, Montreal remained the central location of the French merchants, out tters of supplies, and labor. Merchants ordered goods from Europe and had them shipped to Quebec and then Montreal. Then they hired (or sold goods on credit to) fur traders and voyageurs, who transported these goods to trading posts and brought back peltries, which were then sent to Quebec and loaded aboard ships for transport to Europe.
Albany was the site of colonial rivalries in the fur trade. Originally established by the Dutch as Fort Orange, the site provided access to the furs and hides collected by their Iroquois and Mahican allies via the Hudson River. Later, the British took control of the area. Many illegal French traders (and some Native groups) brought furs to the British at Albany instead of their fellow Frenchmen at Montreal, hoping to make a better deal or avoid being caught without a license to trade.
Small industrial workshops in France and
England began producing goods for the fur trade in the seventeenth century. By the eighteenth century textiles, axes, kettles, and other merchandise for the trade were being mass produced in most large, western European cities and smaller manufacturing centers throughout the countryside.
Fig. 30 Pieces of scrap metal om worn-out trade kettles have been recovered om Fort St. Joseph. ey were o en recycled to serve new purposes as rivets, arrow points, and tinkling cones.
La Rochelle, France was the destination for the majority of peltries from New France, and was a major shipping port for manufactured goods to the New World. Here, certain of the furs, especially beaver and otters, would be processed into felt, sold to hat makers, and transformed into fashionable felt hats, while most of the other furs and hides would be used to create or decorate other items of clothing.
Fig. 31 An eighteenth-century French kettle workshop.
Kettles made of sheet metal were among the most popular trade items because they provided distinct advantages to Natives who acquired them. Kettles did not break easily and they were more portable than ceramic pots; they could be repaired with metal patches, and could be repurposed for other uses when the kettle was no longer repairable. Trade good lists often recorded kettles by value of pound weight (or nest weight) and whether they were made of brass, copper, or tinplate. In terms of value by weight, tinplate kettles (made of sheet or plated with tin) were the most expensive, followed by copper and then brass.
When copper or brass kettles had out served their intended function and were no longer usable, Native people cut them into pieces and reworked them to serve new purposes. They turned some of these scraps into decorative tinkling cones, which they attached to bags, moccasins, or other items of clothing. The cones made a light jingling sound as the wearer moved. Evidence for their production has been recovered from excavations at Fort St. Joseph.
Di erent people had various roles in the fur trade. In most cases Natives were the primary harvesters of furs and hides. European or métis traders gathered these peltries from Native hunters in exchange for European manufactured goods. Merchants, missionaries, and the military also played important roles in the trade.
Native Hunters and Hide Preparers
Most Native men hunted beaver for its meat and fur. Capture techniques varied from season to season and from place to place, but favored hunting over trapping.
In winter, when the fur was thickest, Native men cut holes in the ice near a beaver lodge and lowered nets through the holes. e hunters broke apart the lodge with an axe and caught the animals in the nets as they tried to escape. ey then struck the beaver on the head to kill them. In warmer months, hunters broke down dams to drain the surrounding pond. e beaver, unable to escape to the water when their lodge was broken open, were caught by the hunter's dogs. Beaver were also shot with guns or bows and arrows. Deadfall traps, yet another technique, crushed the animal with heavy logs: their trigger mechanisms were baited with fresh aspen or poplar twigs. Other types of traps and snares could be set along beaver paths, or near water entry points to force beaver into deeper water where they eventually drowned.
Native women prepared the pelts. ey rst skinned the beaver, and washed the skin to remove blood and dirt. en they used bone or stone tools to scrape o excess esh and fat from the skin, before lacing it onto a stretching frame to dry. Once dried, these furs were hard and sti like a board, and were known as castor sec (dry beaver).
Other furs and hides were made into blankets or robes, garments or moccasins for use before trading. is involved extra steps of tanning including soaking, removing hair, scraping, oiling with brains, stretching, breaking the grain, and smoking. Some archaeologists believe that smudge pits, like those found at Fort St. Joseph, were used to smoke hides, particularly those from deer, elk, and moose. A er Native women scraped the hides clean of esh, fat, and hair, they worked them with a mixture that included the cooked brains of animals. en they laced them onto a stretching rack, worked them with a pole, and nally sewed them into a bag-like shape and placed them on a small frame over the smudge pits. Pinecones, green corncobs, or decayed wood were burned in the pit to produce substantial smoke. A er smudging, the hides had a slightly golden color and remained exible, making them readily useable and desirable for trade. e women sewed the smoked furs together; they were worn with the fur side against the skin. Beaver pelts prepared this way were known as castor gras (greasy beaver). ey were more valuable because friction from wear and the bear grease that Natives used to protect their skin had already loosened and removed the outer guard hairs -thus eliminating the rst step in the felting process of hat-making. 
Fiction
Fact Steel traps
The steel trap became widespread only in the nineteenth century. Although the citizens of Montreal did frequent the merchants' stores, the fur trade was a major part of the merchants' business. ey imported trade goods from Europe, hired local cra smen and women to manufacture some types of trade goods, out tted the traders with supplies, handled shipping arrangements, and evaluated and stored furs received from their trading partners in the interior.
Small garrisons of Troupes de la Marine were also sent to western posts. O cers o en accepted an assignment as a commandant at a western post as a way to make money and earn promotions. Part of a post commander's bene ts was permission to trade in furs. Commanders granted permission to traders to come in and do business at their fort, and they supervised the trade.
Besides being presented with an opportunity to make money, they had the di cult task of maintaining alliances and helping avoid con ict. Post commanders were charged with keeping Native groups at peace with one another and loyal to the French. As to the men he commanded, by the standards of the day, the troops received plenty of food and clothing and were well paid. When they retired from service, many of them established their own farms, receiving aid from the government for the rst few years. Voyageurs reinforced troops and provided provisions and services, while troops provided markets and protection.
e Church also provided a market for goods, and attempted to pacify Natives. Missionaries had early hopes that the fur trade would help nance and facilitate evangelization. However, they developed concerns for keeping French and Natives separate to avoid "bad in uences" on each other. e intemperate or un-Christian-like behavior of some fur traders undermined the priests' e orts at conversion of Native peoples. Church o cials also feared that traders would assimilate into Native society, and abandon their Christian beliefs to adopt non-Christian Native practices. 
Figs. 37 Reproduction of a Christian
"The Jesuits undergo all these hardships for the sake of converting the Indians, and likewise for political reasons. The Jesuits are of great use to their king; for they are frequently able to persuade the Indians to break their treaty with the English, to make war upon them, to bring their furs to the French, and not to permit the English to come amongst them. (Podruchny 2006:86) 
Voyageurs and Coureurs de Bois
From 1653 on, when French traders rst ventured into the interior, the term coureurs de bois ("runners of the woods") generally referred to anyone who went out to trade for furs; a er 1681 it meant an outlaw who traded without a license. Voyageurs were legal, wage-earning canoe men who transported trade goods and supplies to the western posts, traded this merchandise, and brought back peltries. e majority of oyageurs came from parishes around Montreal and ree Rivers. Many only worked temporarily in the fur trade in return for food, clothing, and wages, and then went home to farms and families.
Voyageurs were hardy men who paddled heavily-laden canoes for many miles a day. In the summer they had to travel long distances quickly. O en they sang to set the pace of paddling, and to buoy themselves in times of exhaustion or fear. When they came to obstructions such as rapids or stretches of land between bodies of water, they had to portage-i.e., pick up and carry their canoes over land, along with the heavy packs of supplies and goods. Not only did the job require physical prowess, but it was dangerous. Many oyageurs lost their lives to the forces of nature or attacks from hostile Natives.
Most were illiterate, so it is hard to know the details of their daily lives because they le few written records. Researchers have to rely on what others said about them, the contracts they signed, and archaeological evidence of their activities.
e inbound voyages from Montreal to the Straits of Mackinac usually took from ve to eight weeks. Outbound trips typically took less time, due to the assistance of the prevailing westerly wind and the current on the long downstream run of the Ottawa River. During these voyages, the men toiled in the canoes ten to een hours a day; at their evening campsites, they repaired the canoes, and ate meals of pea or corn soup with salted pork, along with biscuits or grease fried our cakes, and brandy to wash it down. e men slept with a blanket beneath the overturned canoes, or in shelters made of a pole frame covered with long panels of birchbark.
Voyageurs maintained some of their French-Canadian identity but also entered the social domain of Native peoples. ey adapted to a Native way of life by adopting new clothing styles, hunting technologies, and some of their customs and beliefs.
Fiction Fact French fur trappers
The French traded for furs and hides, but seldom if ever did any signi cant amount of harvesting themselves. 
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"It is inconceivable what hardships the people in Canada must undergo on their journies. Sometimes they must carry their goods a great way by land; frequently they are abused by the Indians, and sometimes they are killed by them. They often su er hunger, thirst, heat, and cold, and are bit by gnats, and exposed to the bites of poisonous snakes, and other dangerous animals and insects. These destroy a great part of the youth in Canada, and prevent the people from growing old. By this means, however, they become such brave soldiers, and so inured to fatigue, that none of them fear danger or hardships. Many of them settle among the Indians far from Canada, marry Indian women, and never come back again. Some fur trade scholars have coined the term "fur trade society" to refer to the new social relations, family structures, interethnic unions, and novel uses of material culture which characterize the cultural amalgamations that emerged wherever Natives and newcomers interacted. Others have found it useful to think of the western Great Lakes as a cultural middle ground, in which new social and conceptual spaces developed as an outcome of cross-cultural interactions that were neither French nor Native. A close examination of the documentary and archaeological records supports both interpretations.
Interdependence and Mutual In uences
Natives participated in the fur trade and formed military alliances with the French because they desired access to European trade goods, and the French o ered them protection and assistance against enemies. Alliances with Natives gained the French allies to help them maintain their network of settlements and posts, and helped them contain the British along the Eastern Seaboard until 1763. Unlike the British colonists, the French did not occupy and settle large areas of land. Instead, with Native acceptance, they built a network of small settlements and posts in Native-controlled lands. ese outposts depended upon their Native allies and trading partners not only for trade in furs, but for food, technology, and knowledge needed to survive the challenging conditions of the upper country.
Contact between Natives and oyageurs facilitated cultural exchange. Because of their close relations with Natives in the fur trade, oyageurs learned Native languages and cultures. ey also adopted Native technologies in order to survive. ey ate Native food, wore Native clothing, and used Native tools alongside their European tools. Sometimes oyageurs' values converged with or were adopted from Native peoples. Native ideas about property, wealth, and independence also in uenced oyageurs' values.
Contact with Europeans a ected Natives in similar ways as they adopted many European items of daily life and took up certain European customs.
Fur Trade Society 
Métis and Country Wives
Many French oyageurs married into Native groups and took "country wives." O en these Native women were members of nations with whom oyageurs traded or wanted to build trading relationships. Establishing kinship ties with Native groups helped to create good trade relations between Frenchmen and Natives, and bound them together both politically and socially. Marriage into a clan paved the way for traders because much of Native socioeconomic activity was conditioned by kinship relationships and reciprocal obligations.
Native women sought men who could meet their economic needs. Marrying fur traders gave them access to European trade goods, and o ered them potential in uence in their tribe. Some Native women became traders themselves. However, while the bonds that formed between oyageurs and Native women were important to trading alliances, they were sometimes impermanent, because both oyageurs and Native women traveled extensively. Voyageurs o en were relocated from one year to the next, while Native women o en scheduled activities and moved in accordance with the seasonal availability of resources and group customs. Many such marriages, however, endured the lifetimes of the partners.
e children of Native women and French men were called métis, meaning that they were half French and half Native.
ey shared ties to both cultures, and some grew up to be diplomats who could operate in both Native and French worlds. Some métis children, especially daughters, were sent to Montreal to be educated. Many métis participated in the fur trade. A mixed heritage did not have negative social connotations; if anything, it allowed individuals to operate fully in the worlds of both their French fathers and Native mothers.
ese kinds of interethnic relationships were not unique to New France. European women were in short supply, and o cials of various European nations o en encouraged relations with Native peoples because it established alliances and ensured close social and political cooperation. At sites like Fort Ross, many of the Russian-American Company's Russian, Creole (people of mixed Russian and indigenous ancestry), and Native Alaskan men married or formed relationships with local Native Californian women and established interethnic households. At the Hudson's Bay Company's Fort Vancouver, although clerks and o cers occupied buildings within the fort's palisade, engagés lived in a multiethnic village of over 600 people. By the nineteenth century, most of the interior of North America had witnessed some form of fur trade society, providing testimony to the trade's pervasive in uence on the American experience. Native Peoples and the Fur Trade 
Fiction Fact Traders cheated the Natives
Certainly some tried, but Natives had been trading among themselves for thousands of years. They knew quality and price, and how to get a good deal. Archaeologists have greatly altered their view of the material record of the fur trade. ey once viewed it merely as evidence of the acculturation or assimilation of Native peoples as they adopted European trade goods and abandoned their own technologies and traditional ways of life. ey saw Europeans as the source of change and agency, and cast Native peoples in the roles of minor players at best or passive victims at worst.
However, more recent histories have laid to rest perspectives that commemorated fur trade history as a testimony to the triumph of the civilized over the savage, the Christian over the heathen, or viewed the fur trade as the precursor to inevitable settlement. Despite the fact that Natives played a vital role in the development of the trade, and scholars have documented the trade's severe consequences for Native groups, their centrality in the institution was long ignored. e eld of ethnohistory, developed in the 1950s, constituted early e orts to employ written (and other) sources of evidence to examine the muted voices of Native peoples and recast fur trade history as an aspect of Native history. Likewise, archaeology recovers the remains of material goods in cultural context, o en allowing investigators to ascertain how Natives used, modi ed, or discarded them in daily practice. 
"Mi I pi bnowi ga dawadwat Neshnabek mine Wemtegozhik, ga nadkendmwat ma shna Neshnabek odi shke-nadzwen zam cage gego ga anjsemget bgeji mteno zam shke-madshkewezwen. E-wi geget nsostmyag ga zhwebek, ta nadkendmned ga ezh-nendmwat. Mteno odi ta zhwebet geshpen nadkendmned wi-ji
Shi ing Political Alliances and Power
Political and military alliances created through the fur trade could entangle Native groups in wars with other Natives and between rival European groups. Although Algonquian peoples mostly allied themselves with the French, and Iroquois groups with the British, this was not always the case. Native groups sometimes remained independent and politically savvy; they could switch alliances to serve their best economic and diplomatic interests. However, they o en became involved in European-related warfare and su ered the death and destruction of those con icts. -Dean Anderson, 1994 25
Religion and Worldview
Roman Catholic missionaries attempted to persuade Native peoples to abandon their traditional beliefs and convert to Christianity. Some converted and others did not. Natives who converted o en still retained traditional beliefs alongside their Christian faith. e introduction of Christianity caused many Natives to rethink their worldviews-especially in the face of widespread disease which their curing rituals could not control and which seemed to have little impact on Christian Europeans.
Likewise, contact with Indians, whom Europeans had not known of only a few decades before, challenged European perspectives. Europeans had to rethink their view of the Bible (the central text of European worldview) which appeared not to have accounted for the existence of Native Americans. At the same time, close contact with a culture so di erent from their own, yet obviously complex, led Europeans to contemplate the notion that there were multiple ways to organize society. is sort of cultural relativism was particularly pronounced among Jesuit missionaries who wrote about these ideas in books that were read by the intellectual elite in Europe.
Cultural Change and Continuity
Contact with Europeans changed many aspects of Native culture, although many traditional practices endured.
European diseases, spread through contact via trade and missionary activity, killed vast numbers of Natives. Older members of societies who held cultural memories and political power were among the most a ected. is undermined Native cultural practices and the ability of some groups to protect their interests e ectively. e young were also heavily impacted by epidemic disease and this compromised a groups' ability to maintain itself biologically. In a weakened state, many groups could not resist encroachment onto their lands by Europeans and Native intruders.
Alcohol, always a controversial trade item, also had devastating e ects. Natives had no cultural mechanisms for alcohol use-they drank mostly to become intoxicated and reach a dream state which alcohol seemed to facilitate. Drunkenness led to violence and poor trades, while prolonged alcohol use eventually led to the usual gamut of physical ailments.
Native gender roles shi ed as patterns of life changed. Some Europeans deliberately tried to get Natives to farm in a European manner, even among those groups that already practiced horticulture. For example, among Iroquoian groups missionaries attempted to get males to farm, when in fact it was traditionally women's work.
e fur trade encouraged hunting for purposes of trade and not just for subsistence. In fact, over time, the emphasis of Native life changed toward the harvesting of furs and hides. en those peltries were used to purchase commercially-made commodities, rather than the Native people producing those articles themselves.
Natives readily incorporated European and American goods into their society, and used them to enhance prestige within the community and material prosperity. However, Native peoples selectively adopted and reinterpreted these goods to t into their established cultures.
Interaction brought both Europeans and Native Americans into contact with new forms of material culture, which they selectively adopted or rejected.
Natives participated in the fur trade in part because they desired European trade goods that made their lives easier. Native groups selectively adopted trade goods to serve their own needs. O en they chose goods that were replacements for traditional objects with which they were already familiar, such as cutting tools (knives, axes), cooking vessels (brass kettles), and clothing. ese goods did not necessarily create dependency. e archaeological record shows us that traditional technologies and tools continued to exist alongside new European ones for remarkably long periods of time.
Natives carefully considered what trade goods they sought out. ey adopted the most useful goods and used them in ways that blended into existing Native culture.
For their part, Europeans also selectively adopted many Native technologies, such as birchbark canoes, snowshoes, and toboggans. ey also adopted Native clothing styles and foodways, as attested to by many sources on the fur trade. Some of these foods included maple sugar, wild rice, and many wild greens and roots.
Cloth and Clothing
Cloth, sewing supplies, and clothing were among the most common trade goods in the western Great Lakes, by both value and volume. Cloth itself rarely preserves in the archaeological record, but historical documentation indicates that fabrics, completed garments, and sewing supplies accounted for more than 60% of trader expenditures for goods. Trade inventories recorded many ready-made items. Shirts, hooded coats, stockings, and neckerchiefs were the most numerous, with lesser numbers of breeches, waistcoats, caps, and jackets. e lists also included fabrics (woolens, linens, cottons, and silks), thread, ribbon, tape, lace, buttons, needles, straight pins, thimbles, and scissors. Archaeologists have recovered some of the latter objects at Fort St. Joseph.
Both Natives and Europeans greatly desired European clothing since garments needed constant replacement due to wear. For Native women, the use of European textiles instead of tanned hides reduced the amount of time and labor they had to invest in making clothing, leaving more time for other domestic activities as well as activities related to the fur trade. Native women also liked the greater comfort of cloth, compared to hides, and the increased variety of styles possible with fabric's exibility and range of bright colors and textures.
Cloth had to be brought from Europe because both French and British laws banned its commercial production in the colonies. Lengths were carefully inspected and marked with lead seals that showed that no one had tampered with the fabric. Seals sometimes recorded other information about the cloth, such as its place of manufacture, the company that imported it, and its quality. A er being removed, lead seals could serve other purposes. ey could be melted down into musketballs or shot, or molded into objects for personal adornment.
"Though many nations imitate the French customs; yet I observed on the contrary, that the French in Canada in many respects follow the customs of the Indians, with whom they converse every day. They make use of the tobacco-pipes, shoes, garters, and girdles, of the Indians. They follow the Indian way of making war with exactness; they mix the same things with tobacco; they make use of the Indian bark-boats (canoes) and row them in the Indian way; they wrap square pieces of cloth round their feet, instead of stockings, and have adopted many other Indian fashions. " -Peter Kalm, 1749 (Forster 1771: 254) Fig. 55 Native groups adopted European goods like guns, kettles, axes, and cloth and blended them into their cultures.
Fiction
Blankets came in "Points": 2-point, 3-point, 4-point blankets. The points referred to the number of beaver pelts required to obtain one.
Fact
In reality, points denoted the size and quality of the blanket, not its price. 28
Firearms
Firearms were a highly prized item in the fur trade. At rst the French were wary of giving or trading guns to Natives. However, in the 1640s, the French reversed their policy a er their enemies, the Iroquois, had acquired intlocks from the Dutch. While Natives obtained the majority of guns through trade, a signi cant number were given as gi s to solidify alliances.
ere were di erent types of intlocks used in New France. Fusils ordinaires were the most common type of gun used in the fur trade. ey did not possess tested barrels, and their decorations were etched into the gun's iron or brass furniture, not cast. Military muskets of various sizes were issued to soldiers stationed at forts, and consisted of simple yet durable locks and metal furniture. ese guns were manufactured with proved (tested) barrels to increase accuracy and to guard against bursting when red. Ornately adorned fusils ns were high quality muskets with proved barrels. ey were carried by o cers, prominent explorers, and traders, or presented to high-ranking Natives as gi s. Fusils ns were worth about twice as much as fusils ordinaires. Jean Boudriot estimated that about 1 fusil n was shipped to America for every 20 fusils ordinaires.
Natives demanded muskets, but did not abandon their traditional weapons due to the sometimes unreliable nature of rearms.
e early intlock could be a remarkably ine ective weapon, and its initial military advantage is hotly debated. is was true of most early rearms. Guns could be notoriously erratic weapons, needing constant maintenance and cleaning; they easily broke down, were frequently in need of repair, and required a continual supply of gunpowder and shot. In contrast, bows and arrows were easier to acquire, faster to use, and o en more e ective. With technological improvements, rearms provided a major military advantage. Despite their drawbacks, rearms of all sorts were highly sought a er, and granted the Native bearer a level of prestige.
Gi s of guns helped reinforce alliances because Native groups needed the services of French gunsmiths to keep the guns in working order, as they o en did not have experience in repairs themselves. Natives o en asked the Crown to provide gunsmiths to repair guns. O entimes gunsmiths were sent out with oyageurs, or they were oyageurs themselves. Sometimes they worked for the Church. A cache of gun parts recovered from Fort St. Joseph has been interpreted as associated with Antoine Deshêtres, the resident blacksmith/gunsmith at the post during the 1730s-40s.
Fiction
Muskets were so long because the traders made the Natives o er a stack of beaver pelts as high as the musket was long.
Figs. 64 and 65 Top and side views of an axe head found at Fort St. Joseph in 2011.
Fig . 66 An artifact that appears to be a musket barrel modi ed into a hide scraper. Fig. 68 Brass tinkling cones. Fig. 67 Decorative earring or nosebob. e Fur Trade
Evidence of how Natives modi ed metals for new purposes is shown in
Metal Goods
Metal artifacts were among the goods that Native peoples chose to acquire in exchange for furs. At Fort St. Joseph and other similar sites, archaeologists have found iron axe heads, iron knife blades, gun parts, and brass kettle pieces, as well as myriad other metal objects.
Scholars long believed that Natives adopted European metal tools wholesale, and totally replaced all previously existing Native American technologies. is is not true, as Native American groups were selective in which metal items they adopted. ey chose to adopt some, continued to use stone and bone tools alongside metal ones, and also found entirely new uses for some of the metal goods that the French had to o er. e metal goods that Native peoples adopted most frequently include knives, axes, and kettles. ese durable and e cient tools o ered substantial advantages over traditional chipped and ground stone implements, and containers made of wood, bark, or clay. ey did not adopt other European goods so quickly. Archaeologists have noted that Native Americans continued to use stone and bone tools at a number of sites long a er French traders introduced metal tools. European metal shhooks are found along the western shore of Lake Michigan on Rock Island, Wisconsin, but bone shing tools outnumber them. is suggests that Natives found these bone tools just as e ective as metal ones, and did not entirely replace them. Stone scrapers were also as e ective as similar metal tools, and were easier to obtain and maintain. Stone arrowheads are o en found in the same context as metal implements and in some ways the bow and arrow was a more e ective and exible technology than the intlock musket for some purposes.
While Native Americans used many European trade goods as they were intended, they modi ed many other goods and materials. Archaeologists o en nd metal tools that show evidence of having been used in unique ways or modi ed for new purposes. Examples include axe heads used as hammers, anvils and wedges; gun barrels attened for use as digging tools and scrapers; gun buttplates modi ed into hide scrapers; and pieces of brass and copper kettles that were reshaped into tinkling cones, arrowheads, or scrapers.
Brass and copper kettles were one of the most commonly repurposed European metal goods. Natives recycled worn out kettles into new goods such as arrow points, scrapers, and awls, and ornaments such as tubular beads, pendants, and tinkling cones.
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Fact Weapon barrels were made long in an attempt to improve accuracy. 
Trade Goods and the Material Culture of th
Alcohol
Alcohol was a controversial trade item. French o cials, religious leaders, and Native leaders attempted to limit its use in the fur trade.
Drinking alcohol was a common part of everyday life for many Europeans in fur trade society. Many viewed moderate consumption of it as an aid to health and digestion. Voyageurs were o en allowed to bring their own personal ration of brandy along with them in their travels, and sometimes their employers provided it. is practice o en made the use of alcohol in the fur trade hard to regulate, because it was di cult to tell how much was intended for personal use by the oyageurs and how much was intended for trade with Native Americans.
Some scholars have argued that Natives wanted alcohol because intoxication was thought to be a semi-spiritual experience. For them, alcohol was a new way to achieve an old traditional goal of reaching the spirit world. Most Natives were not immediately aware of the social problems alcohol could cause, because their culture had not had prior exposure to it. Later, some Native leaders attempted to prohibit or limit the use of alcohol by their people.
French missionaries and clergymen opposed the sale of alcohol to Native peoples, whom they sought to convert to Christianity. Drunkenness, alcoholism, and related violence became a troubling problem. e clergy also worried that traders would try to swindle Natives out of their hard-earned furs by getting them drunk before trading transactions. At one point, Bishop François de Laval threatened to excommunicate anyone known to have traded liquor to the Natives.
When the clergy demanded that French o cials ban the sale of alcohol to Natives, some fur traders objected strongly. Alcohol, especially brandy, was a highly pro table trade item that Natives wanted to buy. Natives would constantly need to renew their supplies of this high-demand consumable item. e clergy and French o cials sometimes bickered over the issue.
Alcohol in Fur Trade Lists
Alcohol does appear in fur trade ledgers, but during periods when it was illegal to trade, exact records were likely not kept in order to avoid penalties, making it di cult for historians to estimate how prevalent alcohol really was as a trade item. e French inhabitants of Fort Michilimackinac depended on the abundant deepwater sh such as lake white sh, ciscos, lake trout, burbot, and lake sturgeon, as well as walleye, suckers (e.g., redhorse), black bass, sun sh, and freshwater drum. Many mammal species were exploited including beaver, porcupine, snowshoe hare, squirrels, river otter, sher, mink, bobcat or lynx, black bear, red fox, and wolf or dog. Diverse bird remains include swan, geese, ducks, loon, bittern, pied-billed grebe, herons, passenger pigeon, ru ed grouse, spruce grouse, domesticated chicken, hawks, shorebirds, gulls, and raven. French habitants also raised swine in the area. Raccoon was the next most important wild mammal, followed by black bear and beaver. Archaeologists have recovered the remains of seventeen other species of mammals from the site including cattle, horse, elk, various medium and small rodents, mustelids (river otter, sher, and mink), canids (dog and/or coyote and fox), bobcat and domestic cat. More than 20 di erent kinds of birds were also used at the site, the most abundant being wild turkey, waterfowl (various ducks, Canada goose, and swan), and domesticated chicken. Passenger pigeons were also frequently hunted, and Carolina parakeet has also been identi ed. e Wabash River and its tributary creeks and oodplain lakes provided more than 16 kinds of sh with river cat sh and suckers being most common. Turtle remains and freshwater mussel shells have also been found.
Fort St. Joseph resembled Fort
Ouiatenon in the composition of its inhabitants. Archaeologists have found remains of domesticated animals (swine, cattle, horse, and chicken) at Fort St. Joseph, but the evidence indicates a much greater reliance on wild animals than any of the French colonial sites in the Upper Great Lakes region that have been studied to date. Like Fort Ouiatenon, white-tailed deer is the most prevalent species, followed in frequency by raccoon and beaver. Other mammals include elk, porcupine, black bear, squirrel, eastern cottontail, bobcat, gray fox, and dog, coyote, or wolf. e most commonly found bird remains are ducks, Canada goose, trumpeter swan, wild turkey, and passenger pigeon. Evidence of burning and butcher marks on the bones clearly indicate that people used these animals for food. 
Animal Exploitation
Environmental E ects
Natives traditionally hunted beaver as a food and a fur source, but the intensi cation of hunting caused by the fur trade eventually decimated the beaver population. Beaver had built dams that formed ponds and wetlands and created new habitats for wildlife like birds, sh, insects, and amphibians. e dragging of dam-logs also made paths for wildlife to access di erent resources for food and shelter. e overhunting of beaver led to harmful, longterm environmental consequences for these watersheds and wetland habitats.
Other fur trades, especially in sea otter and bu alo, also caused drastic drops in animal populations. Years of overhunting nearly drove these species to extinction. is trend continued until the early twentieth century, when government regulations were put in place to reverse centuries'-old practices and restore their numbers. 
Conclusion
A ermath
Fur traders moved on to exploit new areas as fur-bearing animal populations declined. is led to westward expansion of the French, British and American fur trades. As the fur trade moved westward, so did the territorial aspirations of these nations. In addition, fur traders had to rely on "secondline" species such as muskrat, raccoon, and white-tailed deer as overhunting depleted preferred species such as beaver, river otter, sher, marten, and mink. Overexploitation of the beaver may have contributed to the use of new raw materials and techniques in hat making.
Legacies of the Fur Trade
e fur trade was a global phenomenon that had varying consequences for both Natives and newcomers throughout North America. Above all, it brought together people of varying cultural and ethnic backgrounds in economic, social, and political relationships. As scholars have noted, the fur trade required people of markedly di erent backgrounds to communicate and negotiate their places in a rapidly changing world. e fur trade had no inevitable nor predictable outcomes. Although the fur trade is a distant practice, the relations that it engendered through the transfer of objects on a daily basis have le a lasting legacy. Both Europeans and Natives learned to employ objects that served their needs in an e ort to ensure their survival and success. e ways in which they made, used, and conceived of objects defy simple expectations drawn from a world of increasingly rapid technological change.
Examining the fur trade through the objects le behind gives us insights into the worlds of people who occupied the same space yet o en viewed it in very di erent terms. Further study of that material legacy, together with the oral traditions and words written by the people themselves, bring us just a little closer to understanding the ways in which exchanges can serve as bridges across cultural boundaries. 
